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This is a decision on the petition filed Mann 7, 2002 
(Certificate of Mailing dated March 1, 2002), .pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.137(b), to revive the above-identified app. . ication. 

The petition is GRANTED. 

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to 
timely submit substitute drawings in response, to the Notice to 
File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Applicav Lon, mailed May 23, 
2001. This Notice set a period for reply of two months from the 
mail date of the Notice to submit the Tiling fees, an executed 
oath or declaration (and surcharge for its L.ce filing) f and , 
substitute drawings. On January 16, 2002 (Certificate of Mailing 
dated December 18, 2001), petitioner replied with an executed 
declaration and filing fees. 1 However, because petitioner did 
not submit proper substitute drawings under A 7 CFR 1.84 < the 
application went abandoned on December 24, 2001. A Notice of 
Incomplete Reply was mailed on January.29, 2(32. The mailing of 
the instant decision precedes the mailing of a Notice of 
Abandonment . 




petition pi „. . . . , 

The statement contained in the instant petit: on varies from the 
language required by 37 CFR 1.137(b) (3). Th< : statement contained 
in the instant petition is being construed at the statement 
required by 37 CFR 1.137(b) (3). Petitioner rust notify the 
Office if this is not a correct interpretation of the statement 
contained in the instant petition. 

Petitioner was not charged for an extension of time when he 
submitted his reply to the Notice to File Mi. e sing Parts on 



1 Although petitioner did not submit the entire filing fee amount in 

his January 16 f 2002 response to the Notice to File M. ssing Parts, petitioner 

included an authorization to charge any missing fees 1 ;> his deposit account. 
Accordingly, the filing fees should have been charged, and petitioner should 

not have received a Notice of Incomplete Reply with r< spect to the filing 

fees. However, as petitioner failed to submit substii ite drawings, the 

application did in fact go abandoned, and the issue i. moot. 
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January 16, 2001. The necessary five month extension of time fee 
($980) to make that reply timely has now been, charged to Deposit 
Account No. 23-2825, as authorized by the Gensral Request for an 
Extension of Time, filed January 16, 2001. 

The application file is being forwarded to the Office of Initial 
Patent Examination for completion of pre-exanination processing. 

Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed 
to the undersigned at (703) 305-0272. 




Cliff Congo 
Petitions Attorney 
Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 



